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Commentary
Investing in Prospective Cohorts for
Etiologic Study of Occupational Exposures
A. Blair, PhD, MPH,1 C.J. Hines,2 K.W. Thomas, BSPH,3 M.C.R. Alavanja, DrPH,1
L.E. Beane Freeman, PhD,1 J.A. Hoppin, ScD,4 F. Kamel, PhD,5 C.F. Lynch, MD, PhD,6
J.H. Lubin, PhD,1 D.T. Silverman, ScD,1 E. Whelan, PhD,2 S. H. Zahm, ScD,1 and D. P. Sandler, PhD5
Prospective cohorts have played a major role in understanding the contribution of diet,
physical activity, medical conditions, and genes to the development ofmany diseases, but have
not been widely used for occupational exposures. Studies in agriculture are an exception. We
drawuponourexperienceusing this design to studyagriculturalworkers to identify conditions
that might foster use of prospective cohorts to study other occupational settings.
Prospective cohort studies are perceived by many as the strongest epidemiologic design. It
allows updating of information on exposure and other factors, collection of biologic samples
before disease diagnosis for biomarker studies, assessment of effect modification by genes,
lifestyle, andotheroccupational exposures, andevaluationof awide rangeof health outcomes.
Increased use of prospective cohortswould be beneficial in identifying hazardous exposures in
the workplace. Occupational epidemiologists should seek opportunities to initiate prospective
cohorts to investigate high priority, occupational exposures. Am. J. Ind. Med. 58:113–122,
2015.  2015 Wiley Periodicals, Inc.
KEY WORDS: prospective cohorts; agricultural exposures; occupational
epidemiology
INTRODUCTION
For centuries, studies of occupational exposures have
provided important information to enhance our understand-
ing of the etiology of many diseases. In the 16th century,
Agricola described diseases in miners [Weber, 2002] and in
the 18th century, Ramazzini [1713] compiled a review of
occupationally-related diseases. Investigations of occupa-
tional exposures have continued to modern times and have
identified many agents in the workplace that have adverse
effects on human health [Baxter et al., 2010]. Among
exposures evaluated as possible human carcinogens by the
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC),
Siemiatycki et al., [2004] found that 31% classified as
carcinogenic, 42% classified as probably carcinogenic, and
43% classified as possibly carcinogenic were identified
largely from studies of exposures in the workplace. Many of
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these exposures also occur in non-occupational settings and
have adverse impacts beyond the workplace. Occupational
exposures have also been linked with the development of
non-malignant diseases of the respiratory, nervous, immune,
and cardiovascular systems, as well as adverse reproductive
and developmental outcomes [Baxter et al., 2010]. Despite
the many established links between occupational exposures
and human disease, much remains unknown. For example,
the occupational exposures classified as possible or probable
human carcinogens have limited information from studies in
human populations, underscoring the need for additional
investigations [Ward et al., 2010; Blair et al., 2011; Straif,
2012]. Populations at risk for occupational disease have
special characteristics that increase the priority for conduct-
ing research in the workplace. Exposures among workers
are typically at higher levels than those experienced by the
general population and workers may be uniquely exposed to
some agents. Doll and Peto [1981] noted that occupational
cancer (and this presumably applies to other occupational
diseases) occurs in relatively small numbers of individuals,
but results in relatively large disease risks for working
populations, which could be greatly reduced or eliminated
with exposure control. Thus, they concluded that “detection
of occupational hazards should therefore have a higher
priority in any program of cancer prevention than their
proportional importance might suggest.” Additionally, in
many situations, occupational exposures are not under the
control of the worker and thus could be considered
involuntary, making them a high priority for investigation
and subsequent control.
Although various designs have been used in epidemio-
logic studies of occupational exposures, the workhorse has
been the historical cohort. In this design, work history
records are typically obtained from companies, unions, or
other organizations to establish a cohort of workers, to obtain
information on work tasks, and to characterize occupational
exposures. Investigators sometimes attempt to obtain
contemporaneous exposure-related measurement data, but
such data are typically lacking for much of the time period
covered by historical investigations. Disease status (inci-
dence or mortality) is ascertained from time of employment
or enrollment in the cohort [Merletti et al., 2005] through
company medical records or record linkage (e.g., to cancer
and other disease registries or mortality records). Although
this design has been extremely fruitful, it has limitations.
Identification of a target population of workers with suitable
historical records for a study is sometimes not possible. The
historical cohort is especially problematic for investigating
the incidence of non-cancer diseases and for emerging
hazards. It is difficult to obtain biologic samples for genetic
and mechanistic analyses, which are major components of
modern epidemiologic investigations [Rothman et al., 2012].
Finally, because of the reliance on work history records to
establish and characterize the cohort, information is typically
lacking on non-occupational risk factors such as smoking
history, alcohol use, diet, and environmental exposures to
control for potential confounding and to evaluate effect
modification [Miller et al., 2005]. Non-occupational infor-
mation on the cohort can sometimes be obtained from
existing records, but it is often incomplete and sometimes
non-randomly missing. Such information can be obtained by
interviewing cohort participants or their surrogates [Blair
et al., 1998; Silverman et al., 2012], but this can be
challenging for a historical cohort due to difficulties in
locating living cohort members or appropriate surrogates for
those deceased. Moreover, information from surrogates can
be limited, e.g., co-workers may know about work practices,
but may be less informed about other activities, while
spouses or relatives may have limited knowledge of the work
environment.
Prospective Cohorts in Etiologic
Research
Prospective cohort studies that obtain information
directly from individuals and follow them over time are
now widely used in epidemiologic research and offer some
advantages over the historical cohort and other epidemio-
logic designs. Many perceive the prospective cohort as the
strongest design in observational epidemiology. Early
prospective cohorts were used to study tobacco-related
diseases [Dorn, 1959; Doll et al., 2004]; and coronary heart
disease, e.g., Dawber and Kannel [1966]; Hames et al.
[1971]. Since the 1970s, a number of prospective cohorts
have been established to investigate cancer and other
chronic diseases, e.g., the Nurses’ Health Study [Belanger
et al., 1978], Cooper Center Longitudinal Study
[Blair et al., 1989], NIH-AARP Diet and Health Study
[Schatzkin et al., 2001], European Prospective Investiga-
tion into Cancer and Nutrition Study (EPIC) [Riboli
et al., 2002], and the Sister Study (sisterstudy.niehs.nih.
gov; [Weinberg et al., 2007]). Although these prospective
studies may have collected some information on jobs and
associated occupational exposures and some were defined
by specific occupations (e.g., doctors, nurses, or teachers),
the investigation of occupational exposures was generally a
minor focus [MacDonald et al., 2009]. There are a few
exceptions. For example, the Nurses’ Health Study has
made important contributions to understanding the poten-
tial carcinogenic and other health effects of shift work
[Schernhammer et al., 2001; Whelan et al., 2007; Lawson
et al., 2012] and the Shanghai Women’s Health Study
[Ji et al., 2008; Pronk et al., 2009], EPIC study [Neasham
et al., 2011], and Sister Study [Ekenga et al., 2014] have
evaluated cancer and occupational exposures.
An early prospective cohort developed to focus
specifically on occupational exposures was the study of
construction workers in Sweden initiated in the 1960s
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[Järvholm and Silverman, 2003; Bergdahl et al., 2004] and a
few prospective cohorts have focused on agricultural
exposures [Alavanja et al., 1996; Merchant et al., 2002;
Lebailly et al., 2006; Stoecklin-Marois et al., 2011; Pahwa
et al., 2012]. Recently, prospective cohorts have been
established to study health outcomes associated with
occupational exposures among disaster and emergency
response workers, e.g., World Trade Center Rescue and
Recovery Workers [Jordan et al., 2011; Wisnivesky
et al., 2011] and the GuLF Study (Gulf Long-term Follow-
up Study) (https://gulfstudy.nih.gov/).
Because the historical cohort design has been so widely
used for the study of occupational diseases [Ward
et al., 2003; Straif, 2008; Ward et al., 2010] and because
of its similarity to the prospective design, a more widespread
use of the prospective cohort might have been expected in
etiologic studies of occupational exposures. Prospective
studies offer several advantages over the historical design,
including the opportunity to collect information on job
changes and non-occupational factors periodically and to
collect biologic samples. Periodic collection of information
onwork histories and occupational exposures would enhance
the quality of occupational exposure assessment, which
would help characterize risk and to disentangle mixed
exposures [Cordier and Stewart, 2005]. Updating of non-
occupational factors that change over time improves
assessment of confounding and interaction. Periodic contact
also provides a mechanism for communicating study results
directly to affected individuals and facilitates participatory
research [Ward et al., 2003].
The relatively infrequent use of prospective cohorts in
occupational research is striking because of the widespread
use of a similar design, e.g., the historical cohort design in
studies of the workplace. It is worrisome because of the
tendency for recent reviews of the epidemiologic literature
to only include findings from prospective cohort designs.
Our computer search of the epidemiologic literature from
January to March, 2013 on the terms “review” and “meta-
analysis” found 34 papers in peer-reviewed journals on a
variety of health outcomes that only included findings from
prospective cohort studies. The message from this search
seems clear. Reviews and meta-analyses that entirely
ignore historical cohort, case-control, and cross-sectional
studies are able to pass peer-review and enter the scientific
literature. Although none of the reviews uncovered in this
search focused on occupational issues, it is not obvious that
occupational studies would be less affected by this trend,
since findings from prospective cohorts appear to be more
readily accepted by the scientific community. Continued
reliance upon other designs in occupational investigations
could have serious consequences for building a case for
preventive actions regarding occupational hazards if these
designs are judged unworthy of consideration in hazard or
risk assessment. We do not believe that results from well-
executed case-control or historical cohort studies should be
discounted, but worry that this could happen and we
advocate expanded use of the prospective design in the
occupational arena.
Factors Influencing the Launch of
Prospective Studies on Occupational
Exposures
Because prospective cohort studies require a sizable
and long-term commitment of resources and investigator
effort, a strong rationale is needed. The number of active
prospective cohort studies on a variety of health issues
indicates that the scientific community is convinced that
studies with this design are worth these commitments.
Because occupational prospective studies have been
successfully initiated among agricultural workers, a review
of the background and rationale for launching one of these
studies, the Agricultural Health Study (AHS), provides
insight into the conditions that favored such studies and the
problems that must be overcome to use this design for other
occupational exposures.
Background in Agricultural Exposures
and Health
Agriculture-related exposures and health risks have long
been of interest to the scientific community and to the general
public. In the late 1970s and early 1980s, this interest was
further stimulated by a number of scientific conferences (the
International Symposium on Health and Safety in Agricul-
ture Saskatoon, SK, Canada in 1985 [Dosman and
Cockcroft, 1989]; the US Surgeon General’s Conference
on Agricultural Safety and Health in 1991 [NIOSH, 1992];
and a conference on migrant worker health in the 1990s
[Zahm and Blair, 1993]). In the 1990s, the US National
Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH)
established agricultural safety and health research centers
to further stimulate research in the agricultural arena (http://
www.cdc.gov/niosh/agctrhom.html). This focus and effort in
agriculture has continued through research at many
institutions and by the development of a consortium of
historical and prospective agricultural cohorts (AGRICOH)
to provide a mechanism for data pooling to further evaluate
hazards in agriculture [Leon et al., 2011]. Although the
potential for a variety of adverse health effects from
agricultural exposures is clearly recognized, the evidence
is conclusive for relatively few exposures. Clarification of
possible disease risks from these exposures is important for
the health of farm populations and also for non-farm
populations who may also have contact with agricultural
exposures, such as pesticides, that occur in non-agricultural
settings.
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Suitability of Farmers for Prospective
Studies
Farmers have several characteristics that make them an
excellent group for an occupational prospective study.
Although farming operations differ, they share many
common exposures and potential hazards, e.g., pesticides,
diesel and gasoline engine exhausts, dusts, fuels and oils,
noise, biologic exposures and zoonotic agents. Therefore,
farmers with different types of farms can be combined to
study common exposures. Farmers typically function as both
management and labor for farm operation [Blair et al., 1991,
1992; Blair and Zahm, 1991]. Because of these dual
responsibilities, they tend to be very knowledgeable about
the materials, chemicals, and equipment used on the farm.
This circumstance may not occur for all occupations, but
would be relevant for small businesses based on skilled
trades (e.g., auto repair, plumbing, home building or
remodeling, and lawn and garden maintenance). Because
farmers serve as management and labor, they can provide
detailed information on exposures. Agricultural exposures
also have relevance to non-farm populations that may be
exposed to pesticides, diesel and gasoline engine exhausts,
and various other chemicals. Many farms are family
operations with spouses and children engaged in farm
work who can provide information regarding farm oper-
ations and exposures [Brown et al., 1991]. Family members
who are not actively engaged in farm activities may represent
a relatively highly exposed bystander population because
they, in a sense, “live at the factory.”
A key condition in establishing a cohort for a
prospective study is an efficient and effective enrollment
procedure. The AHS identified farmers in conjunction with
pesticide licensing and education activities at county
agricultural extension service offices. A critical initial
challenge for future prospective studies will be to identify
efficient ways to enroll workers with occupational exposures
of interest.
Institutional Support for the AHS
The AHS was initiated and designed by investigators
from the National Cancer Institute (NCI), the National
Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS), and the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). NIOSH joined the
effort soon after the start-up phase. The University of Iowa, a
contractor to NIH for the conduct of the AHS, also
contributed to the design and development of the study
from its earliest stages. These five institutions brought
significant research expertise and resources to the study of
agricultural exposures and health.
For example,NCIhadpursued a two-decade long stepwise
effort on agricultural exposures and cancer, including ecologic
studies of the geographic patterns of cancermortality in relation
to information from agricultural censuses [Blair and
Fraumeni, 1978; Cantor and Fraumeni, 1980], death certifi-
cate-based case-control studies [Blair et al., 1979, 1980, 1981,
1985, 1989; Cantor, 1982; Cantor and Blair, 1984; Dosemeci
et al., 1994] and case-control studies of incident lymphatic and
hematopoietic cancers [Hoar et al., 1985, 1986; Blair et al.,
1987; Zahm et al., 1988, 1989, 1990; Brown et al., 1990, 1993;
Cantor et al., 1992; Zham and Blair, 1992, 1993A, 1993B].
NIEHS brought significant research expertise in the epidemi-
ology of non-cancer outcomes (e.g., reproductive, neurologic)
to the AHS. The U.S. EPA, which has regulatory responsibility
for agricultural and non-agricultural pesticide use in the United
States, contributed expertise in pesticide toxicology and
exposure assessment, while NIOSH brought expertise in
conducting occupational exposure field studies in agriculture.
EPA’s knowledge and use of the Pesticide Handlers Exposure
Database [PHED,1995]was avaluable resource for developing
pesticide exposure assessment methodology. The University of
Iowa brought to the effort a long-standing research program on
agricultural issues, including studies of cancer and other
outcomes among farm populations [Burmeister, 1981, 1990;
Burmeister et al., 1982A, 1983; Burmeister andMorgan, 1982;
Donham, 1985; Donham et al., 1987, 1995]. The prior work
from these institutions provided the impetus and a foundation
for a prospective study on agricultural exposures.
Influential Support
Although there was substantial experience in the study
of agricultural exposures among investigators from the
institutions involved in the design and initiation of the AHS,
the launch of a long-term, resource-intensive investigation
sometimes requires a specific spark. For the AHS, this came
as a recommendation from the NCI Board of Scientific
Counselors who suggested that the occupational program
consider prospective investigations on important issues in
occupational cancer. NCI identified several possible candi-
date occupational groups/exposures and selected agriculture
as the most promising for a prospective cohort. A special
working group of occupational cancer experts was assem-
bled to provide further advice regarding the review/selection
process and agreed that agriculture was a good candidate for
a prospective study. Support from these two external groups
was critical to launching the AHS.
Prospective Studies: Impediments and
Advantages
Prospective designs have cost and time factors that
weigh heavily on their initiation. To have adequate power,
cohort studies, whether historical or prospective, must be
large compared to the largest case-control studies for even
relatively common outcomes. Start-up costs for a prospective
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cohort to interview a large number of participants, to
assemble records, and to collect biologic specimens are
sizable and for most chronic diseases, a follow-up of many
years is required before sufficient disease events accrue to
provide adequate power for useful analyses. Thus, the payoff
for prospective studies is often slow compared to other
designs; however, in the long run, prospective studies are
cost-effective and collect information on important risk
factors for many health outcomes prior to disease onset,
advantages that reduce potential case bias effects and offer
the opportunity to evaluate hypotheses on important new
public health issues often with little additional cost.
The AHS has demonstrated the usefulness of a
prospective cohort design for etiologic investigations on
occupational exposures through many new findings on
agricultural exposures and various chronic diseases and
health effects. Because of the absence of non-cancer disease
registries in theUnitedStates,manyof the health outcomes for
which adverse effects have been linked to agricultural
exposures could not have been studied using another design.
For example, pesticides have been associated with retinal
degeneration [Kamel et al., 2000], non-malignant respiratory
disease [Hoppin et al., 2006; Hoppin et al., 2014], thyroid
disease [Goldner et al., 2010], depression [Beseler et al.,
2006], diabetes [Montgomery et al., 2008; Starling et al.,
2014], Parkinson’s disease [Tanner et al., 2011; Goldman
et al., 2012], and amyotrophic lateral sclerosis [Kamel
et al., 2012]. Exposure to solvents was also studied in relation
to fertility [Sallmén et al., 2006]. Findings for pesticides and
other agricultural exposures and cancer include several
aspects of prostate cancer (family history, aggressive prostate
cancer, genetic polymorphisms) [Alavanja et al., 2003;
Koutros et al., 2011, 2013], contact with farm animals [Beane
et al., 2012], monoclonal gammopathy of undetermined
significance [Landgren et al., 2009], telomere length [Hou
et al., 2013], andchildhoodcancer amongchildren of pesticide
applicators [Flower et al., 2004]. Many individual pesticides
have been evaluated for cancer risk in human studies, some for
the first time in the AHS, including atrazine [Beane et al.,
2011], glyphosate [De Roos et al., 2005], diazinon [Beane
et al., 2005], pendimethalin [Hou et al., 2006], metolachlor
[Rusiecki et al., 2006], dicamba [Samanic et al., 2006],
fonofos [Mahajan et al., 2006], organochlorine pesticides
[Purdue et al., 2007], malathion [Bonner et al., 2007],
dichlorvos [Koutros et al., 2008], permethrin [Rusiecki
et al., 2009], metribuzin [Delancey et al., 2009], coumaphos
[Christensen et al., 2010], and terbufos [Bonner et al., 2010].
Candidates for Future Prospective
Studies in Occupational Health
As with the AHS, future prospective studies on
occupational exposures will require a literature sufficient
to indicate the potential for important occupational hazards
and convincing evidence that these questions are unlikely to
be efficiently addressed by other, less expensive designs.
There certainly is no shortage of such occupational issues
[Ward et al., 2010]. Practical issues, such as availability of an
efficient enrollment approach, likelihood of continued
participation, availability for long-term tracking and fol-
low-up, and opportunities for future data collection need to
be addressed in establishing a prospective cohort. Relevance
of occupational exposures to the general population,
although not required, would strengthen the rationale for
committing the needed resources. A number of exposures or
occupations might meet these conditions. Recent reviews of
human carcinogens [Baan et al., 2009; Straif et al., 2009;
Ward et al., 2010; Cogliano et al., 2011] list a number of
occupational exposures and occupations that are possible
candidates for prospective studies. No doubt a similar list
could be prepared for non-malignant outcomes. Organic
solvents, engineered nanomaterials, diesel exhausts from
new technology engines, and paints are examples of
exposures where prospective investigations may be needed
in the future.
Organic Solvents
Exposure to different types of organic solvents is
widespread among workers and the general public and use
patterns have changed over time. With changing patterns of
use and frequent substitutions of one solvent for another,
prospective studies with periodic data collection offer an
advantage over the exposure reconstruction required for
historical cohorts. Several adverse health outcomes have
been clearly linked with some organic solvents, e.g., cancer
with benzene and trichloroethylene. Other solvents are
suspected of having links with cancer, as well as neurologic
conditions and adverse reproductive outcomes. Widespread
use of organic solvents in the chemical, metal, plastics,
service, and electronic industries may offer settings for
establishing a prospective cohort.
Engineered Nanomaterials
Development and use of engineered nanomaterials is a
rapidly growing industry. Many engineered nanomaterials
are composed of chemicals with known health effects, while
others are relatively novel materials. Because of their
extremely small size and distinctive morphology they may
act differently within the body than larger particles and may
result in unique exposure pathways and disease consequen-
ces. Moreover, the potential for exposure to engineered
nanomaterials will likely grow in the general population as
uses for these materials increases in consumer products and
medical devices. Because nanotechnology is an emerging
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industry, a historical cohort would probably not be possible
for decades. Now is the time to assemble a registry of
exposure individuals that could be used for a prospective
cohort study that could be used to evaluate of any potential
emerging hazards from these materials instead of waiting to
establish a historical cohort and wishing we had acted sooner
[Schulte et al., 2011; Riediker et al., 2012].
Exhaust from New Technology Diesel
Engines
Recent studies [Attfield et al., 2012; Silverman
et al., 2012] that provided critical new evidence for the
classification of diesel exhaust as a human carcinogen
[Benbrahim-Tallaa et al., 2012] evaluated exposures from an
older engine technology. Although many of these older
engines will remain in use for decades, they will eventually
be replaced with newer, cleaner-burning engines designed to
reduce exhaust exposures. There is a need to characterize the
potential health consequences from the switch to new diesel
engines among occupational and non-occupational popula-
tions. A prospective cohort design would seem a reasonable
choice when feasible.
Painters
Studies of painters have noted excesses of lung cancer
[Guha et al., 2010] and IARC has classified occupational
exposure as a painter as a human carcinogen [IARC, 2010].
These studies, however, have largely involved exposure to
older paint formulations. The composition of paints and other
coatings have changed over time and to date there have been
no detailed evaluations of risks for the various compositions.
New investigations should evaluate risks from paints with
lower-toxicity solvents, neutralizing agents (e.g., amines),
and biocides, and from other coatings including polyur-
ethanes and epoxies. In addition, cancers other than lung
(e.g., bladder) deserve further evaluation.
CONCLUSIONS
The prospective cohort study has become the design of
choice in observational epidemiology, yet it is not as widely
applied in occupational epidemiology. Prospective cohort
investigations in agriculture have clearly demonstrated the
value of this design in the occupational arena. Given the
strengths and long-term benefits of the prospective cohort
design, we urge occupational epidemiologists and funding
institutions to give due consideration to the prospective
cohort, which over time may represent an efficient approach
to answer critical health questions regarding occupational
exposures.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Authors were supported by funding from the Intramural
Research Program of the NIH (National Cancer Institute and
National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences), the
National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency through its Office of
Research and Development.
REFERENCES
Alavanja MCR, Dosemeci M, Tarone R, Lubin J, Barker J, Blair A.
2003. Prostate cancer risk associated with agricultural exposures in the
agricultural health study. Am J Epidemiol 157:800–814.
Alavanja MC, Sandler DP, McMaster SB, Zahm SH, McDonnell CJ,
Lynch CF, Pennybacker M, Rothman N, Dosemeci M, Bond AE, et al.
1996. The agricultural health study. Environ Health Perspect 104:362–
369.
AttfieldM, Schleiff P, Lubin JH, Blair A, Stewart P, Vermeulen R, Coble
J, Silverman DT. 2012. The diesel exhaust in miners study: A cohort
mortality study with emphasis on lung cancer. J Natl Cancer Inst
104:869–883.
Baan R, Grosse Y, Straif K, Secretan B, El Ghissassi, Bouvard F,
Benbrahim-Tallaa V, Guha L, Freeman N, Galichet C. 2009. Cogliano
and IARC working group. A review of human carcinogens – Part F:
Chemical agents and related occupations. Lancet Oncol 10:1143–
1144.
Baxter PJ, AWT-C, Cockcroft A, Durrington P, Harrington JM, editors.
2010. Hunter’s diseases of occupations. London, UK: Hodder
Arnold.
Beane Freeman, Bonner LE, Blair MR, Hoppin A, Sandler JA, Lubin
DP, Dosemeci JH, Lynch M, Knott CF, Alavanja C. 2005. Cancer
incidence among male pesticide applicators in the agricultural health
study cohort exposed to diazinon. Am J Epidemiol 162(11):1070–
1079.
Beane Freeman, DeRoos LE, Koutros AJ, Blair S, Ward A, Alavanja
MH, Hoppin M. 2012. Poultry and livestock exposure and cancer risk
among farmers in the agricultural health study. Cancer Cause Control
23:663–670.
Belanger CF, Hennekens CH, Rosner B, Speizer FE. 1978. The nurses’
health study. Am J Nurs 78(6):1039–1040.
Benbrahim-Tallaa L, Baan RA, Grosse Y, Lauby-Secretan B, El
Ghissassi, Bouvard F, Guha V, Loomis N, Straif D. 2012. International
agency for research on cancer monographs working group. Carcinoge-
nicity of diesel-engine and gasoline-engine exhausts and some
nitroarenes. Lancet Oncol 13:663–664.
Bergdahl IA, Torén K, Eriksson K, Hedlund U, Nilsson T, Flodin R,
Jarvholm B. 2004. Increased mortality in COPD among construction
workers exposed to inorganic dust. Eur Respir J 23:402–406.
Beseler CL, Stallones L, Hoppin JA, Alavanja MC, Blair A, Keefe T,
Kamel F. 2006. Depression and pesticide exposures in female spouses
of licensed pesticide applicators in the agricultural health study cohort.
J Occup Environ Med 48(10):1005–1013.
Blair A, Cantor KP, Gibson R, Everett G, Schuman L, Burmeister L,
Van Lier S, Blattner W. 1989. Lymphatic and hematopoietic cancer
among farmers. In: Dosman JA and Cockroft DW, editors. Principles of
health and safety in agriculture. Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press. pp. 276–
278.
118 Blair et al.
Blair A, Cantor K, ZahmS. 1986. Cancer and pesticides among farmers.
In: Pesticides and Groundwater: A Health Concern for the Midwest.
Proceedings of a conference sponsored by the Freshwater Foundation
and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, St. Paul, MN.
Blair A, Fraumeni JF, Jr. 1978. Geographic patterns of prostate cancer
in the United States. J Natl Cancer Inst 61:1379–1384.
Blair SN, Kohl HW, Paffenbarger RS, Clark DG, Cooper KH, Gibbons
LW. 1989. Physical fitness and all-cause mortality. A prospective study
of healthy men and women. JAMA 262:2395–2401.
Blair A, Marrett L, Beane Freeman. 2011. Occupational cancer in
developed countries. Environ Health 10(Suppl 1):S9.
Blair A, Stewart PA, Zaebst DD, Pottern L, Zey JN, BloomTF,Miller B,
Ward E, Lubin J. 1998. Mortality of industrial workers exposed to
acrylonitrile. Scand J Work Environ Health 24(Suppl 2):25–41.
Blair A, Thomas TL. 1979. Leukemia among Nebraska farmers: A
death certificate study. Am J Epidemiol 110:264–273.
Blair A, Watts D. 1980. Bladder cancer and dairy farming.. J Occup
Med 22:576–577.
Blair A, White DW. 1981. Death certificate study of leukemia among
farmers from Wisconsin. J Natl Cancer Inst 66:1027–1030.
Blair A, White DW. 1985. Leukemia cell types and agricultural
practices in Nebraska. Arch Environ Health 40:211–214.
Blair A, Zahm SH. 1991. Cancer among farmers. In: Cordes DH and
Rea DF, editors. Health hazards of farming. Philadelphia, PA: Hanley
and Belfus, Inc. pp. 335–354.
Blair A, Zahm SH, Pearce NE, Heineman EF, Fraumeni JF, Jr. 1992.
Clues to cancer etiology from studies of farmers. Scand JWork Environ
Health 18:209–215.
Bonner MR, Coble J, Blair A, Beane Freeman, Hoppin LE, Sandler JA,
Alavanja DP. 2007. Malathion exposure and the incidence of cancer in
the agricultural health study. Amer J Epidemiol 166:1023–1034.
Bonner MR, Williams BA, Rusiecki JA, Blair A, Beane Freeman,
Hoppin LE, Dosemeci JA, Lubin M, Sandler J, Alavanja DP. 2010.
Occupational exposure to terbufos and the incidence of cancer
in the agricultural health study. Cancer Causes Control 21:871–
877.
Brown LM, Blair A, Gibson R, Everett GD, Cantor KP, Schuman LM,
Burmeister LF, Van Lier SF, Dick F. 1990. Pesticide exposures and other
agricultural risks factors for leukemia among men in Iowa and
Minnesota. Cancer Res 50:6585–6591.
Brown LM, Burmeister LF, Everett GD, Blair A. 1993. Pesticide
exposures and multiple myeloma in Iowa men. Cancer Causes Control
4:153–165.
Brown LM, Dosemeci M, Blair A, Burmeister L. 1991. Comparability
of data obtained from farmers and surrogate respondents on use of
agricultural pesticides. Am J Epidemiol 134:348–355.
Burmeister LF. 1981. Cancer mortality in Iowa farmers, 1971-1978.
JNCI 66:461–464.
Burmeister LF. 1990. Cancer in Iowa farmers: Recent results. Am J Ind
Med 18:295–301.
Burmeister LF, Everett GD, Van Lier SF, Isacson P. 1983. Selected
cancer mortalities and farm practices in Iowa. Am J Epidemiol 118:72–
77.
Burmeister LF, Morgan DP. 1982. Mortality in Iowa farmers and farm
laborers, 1971–1978. J Occup B 24:898–900.
Burmeister LF, Van Lier SF, Isacson P. 1982. Leukemia and farm
practices in Iowa. Am J Epidemiol A 115:720–728.
Cantor KP. 1982. Farming and mortality from non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma: A case-control study. Int J Cancer 29:239–247.
Cantor KP, Blair A. 1984. Farming and mortality from multiple
myeloma: A case-control study with the use of death certificates. J Natl
Cancer Inst 72:251–255.
Cantor KP, Blair A, Everett G, Gibson R, Burmeister LF, Brown LM,
Schuman L, Dick FR. 1992. Pesticides and other agricultural risk
factors for non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma among men in Iowa and
Minnesota. Cancer Res 52:2447–2455.
Cantor KP, Fraumeni JF, Jr. 1980. Distribution of non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma in the United States between 1950 and 1975. Cancer Res
40:2645–2652.
Christensen CH, Platz EA, Andreotti G, Blair A, Hoppin JA, Koutros S,
Lynch CF, Sandler DP. 2010. Alavanja MC coumaphos exposure and
incident cancer among male participants in the Agricultural Health
Study (AHS). Environ Health Perspect 118:92–96.
Cogliano VJ, Baan R, Straif K, Grosse Y, Lauby-Secretan B, El
Ghissassi, Bouvard F, Benbrahim-Tailaa V, Guha L, Freeman N, et al.
2011. Preventable exposures associated with human cancers. J Natl
Cancer Inst 103:1–13.
Cordier S, Stewart PA. 2005. Handbook of epidemiology. In: AhrensW
and Pigeot I, editors. New York, NY: Springer. pp. 438–462.
Dawber TR, Kannel WB. 1966. The framingham study. An epidemio-
logical approach to coronary heart disease. Circulation 34:553–555.
De Roos AJ, Blair A, Rusiecki JA, Hoppin JA, Svec M, Dosemeci M,
Sandler DP, Alavanja MC. 2005. Cancer incidence among glyphosate-
exposed pesticide applicators in the Agricultural Health Study. Environ
Health Perspect 113:54–54.
Delancey JO, Alavanja MC, Coble J, Blair A, Hoppin JA, Austin HD,
Beane Freeman. 2009. Occupational exposure to metribuzin and the
incidence of cancer in the agricultural health study. Ann Epidemiol
19:388–395.
Doll R, Peto R. 1981. The causes of cancer: Quantitative estimates of
avoidable risks of cancer in the United States today. J Natl Cancer Inst
66:1191–1308.
Doll R, Peto R, Boreham J, Sutherland I. 2004. Mortality in relation to
smoking: 50 years’ observation on male British doctors. BMJ
328:1519–1528.
Donham K, Burmeister LF, VanLier S, Greiner T. 1987. Relationships
of bovine leukemia virus prevalence in dairy herds and density of
dairy cattle to human lymphocytic leukemia. Am J Vet Res 48:235–
238.
Donham KJ, Reynolds SJ, Whitten P, Merchant JA, Burmeister L,
Popendorf WJ. 1995. Respiratory dysfunction in swine production
facility workers: Dose-response relationships of environmental
exposures and pulmonary function. Am J Ind Med 27:405–418.
Donham KJ. 1985. Zoonotic disease of occupational significance in
agriculture: A review. Int J Zoonoses 12:163–191.
Dorn H. 1959. Tobacco consumption and mortality from cancer and
other diseases. Public Health Reports 74:581–593.
Dosemeci M, Hoover RN, Blair A, Figgs LW, Devesa S, Grauman D,
Fraumeni JF, Jr. 1994. Farming and prostate cancer among African-
Americans in the southeastern United States. J Natl Cancer Inst
86:1718–1719.
Dosman JA, Cockcroft DW. 1989. Eds. Boca Raton: CRC Press.
Ekenga CC, Parks XG, D’Aloisio AA, DeRoo LA, Sandler DP. 2014.
Breast cancer risk after occupational solvent exposure: The influence of
timing and setting. Cancer Res 74:3076–3083.
Investing in Prospective Cohorts 119
Flower KB, Hoppin JA, Lynch CF, Blair A, Knott C, Shore D, Sandler
DP. 2004. Cancer risk and parental pesticide application in children of
Agricultural Health Study participants. Environ Health Perspect
112:631–635.
Freeman LE, Rusiecki JA, Hoppin JA, Lubin JH, Koutros S, Andreotti
G, Zahm SH, Hines C, Coble J, Sloan J, et al. 2011. Atrazine and cancer
incidence in the Agricultural Health Study (1994–2007). Environ
Health Perspect 119(9):1253–1259.
Goldman SM, Korell M, Marras C, Meng C, Umbach DM, Kasten M,
Chade AR, Comyns K, Richards MB, Sandler DP, et al. 2012. Genetic
modification of the association of paraquat and Parkinson Disease. Mov
Disord 27(13):1652–1658.
Goldner WS, Sandler DP, Yu F, Hoppin JA, Kamel F, LeVan TD. 2010.
Pesticide use and thyroid disease among women in the agricultural
health study. Am J Epidemiol 171(4):455–464.
Guha N, Merletti F, Steenland NK, Altieri A, Cogliano V, Straif K.
2010. Lung cancer risk in painters: A meta-analysis. Environ Health
Perspect 118(3):303–312.
Hames CG. 1971. Evans County cardiovascular cerebrovascular,
epidemiologic study. Arch Intern Med 128:883–886.
Hoar SK, Blair A, Holmes FF, Boysen C, Robel RJ. 1985. Herbicides
and colon cancer. Lancet 1:1277–1278.
Hoar SK, Blair A, Holmes FF, Boysen CD, Robel RJ, Hoover R,
Fraumeni JF, Jr. 1986. Agricultural herbicide use and risk of lymphoma
and soft-tissue sarcoma. JAMA 256:1141–1147.
Hoppin JA, Umbach DM, London SJ, Lynch CL, Alavanja MCR,
Sandler DP. 2006. Pesticides associated with wheeze among commer-
cial pesticide applicators in the Agricultural Health Study. Am J
Epidemiol 163(12):1129–1137.
Hoppin JA, Umbach DM, Long S, Rinsky JL, Henneberger PK, Salo
PM, Zeldin DC, London SJ, Alavanja MC, Blair A, et al. 2014.
Respiratory disease in United States farmers. Occup Environ Med
71:484–491.
Hou L, Andreotti G, Baccarelli AA, Savage S, Hoppin JA, Sandler DP,
Barker J, Zhu ZZ, HoxhaM, Dioni L, et al. 2013. Lifetime pesticide use
and telomere shortening among male pesticide applicators in the
agricultural health study. Environ Health Perspect 121(8):919–924.
Hou L, Lee WJ, Rusiecki JA, Hoppin JA, Blair A, Bonner MR, Lubin
JH, Samanic C, Sandler DP, Dosemeci M, et al. 2006. Pendimethalin
exposure and cancer incidence among pesticide applicators. Epidemiol
17:1–6.
IARC. 2010. IARCmonographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks
to humans: Painting, firefighting, and shiftwork. Vol 98. Lyon, France:
World Health Organization, International Agency for Research on
Cancer.
Järvholm B, Silverman D. 2003. Lung cancer in heavy equipment
operators and truck drivers with diesel exhaust exposure in the
construction industry. Occup Environ Med 60:516–520.
Ji B-T, Blair A, Shu X-O, Chow W-H, Hauptmann M, Dosemeci M,
Yang G, Lubin J, Gao Y-T, Rothman N, et al. 2008. Occupation and
breast cancer risk among Shanghai women in a population-based study.
Am J Ind Med 51:100–110.
Jordan HT, Brackbill RM, Cone JE, Debchoudhury I, Farfel MR,
Greene CM, Hadler JL, Kennedy J, Li J, Liff J, et al. 2011. Mortality
among survivors of the Sept 11, 2001, World Trade Center disaster:
Results from the World Trade Center Health Registry cohort. Lancet
378:879–887.
Kamel F, Boyes WK, Gladen BC, Rowland AS, Alavanja MC, Blair A,
Sandler DP. 2000. Retinal degeneration in licensed pesticide
applicators. Am J Ind Med 37(6):618–628.
Kamel F, Umbach DM, Bedlack RS, Richards SM,WatsonM, Alavanja
MCR, Blair A, Hoppin JA, Schmidt JA, Sandler DP. 2012. Pesticide
exposure and amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Neurotoxicology 33:457–
462.
Koutros S, Andreotti G, Berndt SI, Hughes Barry, Lubin K, Hoppin JH,
Kamel JA, Sandler F, Burdette DP, Yuenger LA, et al. 2011. Xenobiotic-
metabolizing gene variants, pesticide use, and the risk of prostate
cancer. Pharmacogenet Genomics 21(10):615–623.
Koutros S, Beane Freeman, Lubin LE, Heltshe JH, Andreotti SL, Barry
G, Dellavalle KH, Hoppin CT, Sandler JA, Lynch DP, et al. 2013. Risk
of total and aggressive prostate cancer and pesticide use in the
Agricultural Health Study. Am J Epidemiol 177(1):59–74.
Koutros S, Mahajan R, Zheng T, Hoppin JA, Ma X, Lynch CF, Blair A,
Alavanja MC. 2008. Dichlorvos exposure and human cancer risk:
Results from the Agricultural Health Study. Cancer Causes Control
19:59–65.
Landgren O, Kyle RA, Hoppin JA, Beane Freeman, Cerhan LE,
Katzmann JR, Rajkumar JA, Alavanja SV. 2009. Pesticide exposure and
risk of monoclonal gammopathy of undetermined significance in the
agricultural health study. Blood 113(25):6386–6391.
Lawson CC, Rocheleau CM, Whelan EA, Lividoti Hibert, Grajewski
EN, Spiegelman B, Rich-Edwards D. 2012. Occupational exposures
among nurses and risk of spontaneous abortion. Am J Obstet Gynecol
327:e1–e8.
Lebailly P, Niez E, Baldi I, Grillet JP, Agrican C. 2006. Cohort study
“Agrican” on the causes of death and cancer incidence among French
farmers and agricultural workers: Enrolment step. Epidemiology 17(6):
S311–S312.
Leon ME, Beane Freeman LE, Douwes J, Hoppin JA, Kromhout H,
Lebailly P, Nordby KC, Schenker M, Schüz J, Waring S, et al. 2011.
AGRICOH: A consortium of agricultural cohorts. Int J Environ Res
Public Health 8(5):1341–1357.
MacDonald LA, Cohen A, Baron S, Burchfiel CM. 2009. Occupation as
socioeconomic status or environmental exposure? A survey of practice
among population-based cardiovascular studies in the United States.
Am J Epidemiol 169:1411–1421.
Mahajan R, Blair A, Lynch CF, Schroeder P, Hoppin JA, Sandler DP,
Alavanja MCR. 2006. Fonofos exposure and cancer incidence in
the Agricultural Health Study. Environ Health Perspect 114:1838–
1842.
Merchant JA, Stromquist AM, Kelly KM, Zwerling C, Reynolds SJ,
Burmeister LF. 2002. Chronic disease and injury in an agricultural
county: The Keokuk County Rural Health County Study. J Rural Health
18:521–535.
Merletti F, Mirabelli D, Richiardi L. 2005. Occupational epidemiology.
In: Ahrens W and Pigeot I, editors. Handbook of epidemiology. New
York, NY: Springer. pp. 917–949.
Miller AB, Goff DC, Jr , Bammann K, Wild P. 2005. Cohort studies. In:
Ahrens Wand Pigeot I, editors. Handbook of epidemiology. New York,
NY: Springer. pp. 253–286.
Montgomery MP, Kamel F, Saldana TM, Alavanja MCR, Sandler DP.
2008. Incident diabetes and pesticide exposure among licensed
pesticide applicators: Agricultural health study 1993–2003. Am J
Epidemiol 167:1235–1246.
NIOSH. 1992. Papers and Proceedings of the Surgeon Generals'
Conferences on Agricultural Safety and Health, U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health,
DHHS (NIOSH) Publication No. 92–105, September 1992.
Neasham D, Sifi A, Nielsen KR, Overvad K, Raaschou-Nielsen O,
Tjonneland A, Barricarte A, Gonzalez CA, Navarro C, Rodriguez
120 Blair et al.
Sauarez, et al. 2011. Occupation and risk of lymphoma: A multicenter
prospective cohort study (EPIC). Occup Environ Med 68(1):77–81.
Pesticide Handlers Exposure Database (PHED). 1995. U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Health and Welfare Canada, and the
American Crop Protection Association, Reference Manual Version 1.1,
Versar, Inc., Springfield, VA, February 1995.
Pahwa P, Karunanayake CP, Hagel L, Janzen B, Pickett W, Rennie D,
Senthilselvan A, Lawson J, Kirychuk S, Dosman J. 2012. The
Saskatchewan rural health study: An application of a population health
framework to understand respiratory health outcomes. BMC Res Notes
5:400.
Pronk A, Coble J, Ji BT, Shu XO, Rothman N, Yang G, Gao YT, Zheng
W, Chow WH. 2009. Occupational risk of lung cancer among lifetime
non-smoking women in Shanghai, China. Occup Environ Med 66:672–
678.
Purdue MP, Hoppin JA, Blair A, Dosemeci M, Alavanja MC. 2007.
Occupational exposure to organochlorine insecticides and cancer
incidence in the agricultural health study. Internat J Cancer 120:642–
649.
Ramazzini B. 1713. Diseases ofWorkers. Translated from the Latin text
De morbis artificum of 1713 by WC Wright. New York Academy of
Medicine, History of Medicine Series, 1964.
Riboli E, Hunt KJ, Slimani N, Ferrari P, Norat T, FaheyM,Charrondière
UR, Hémon B, Casagrande C, Vignat J, et al. 2002. European
prospective investigation into cancer and nutrition (EPIC): Study
populations and data collection. Public Health Nutr 5(6B):113–124.
Riediker M, Schubauer-Berigan MK, Brouwer DH, Nelissen I, Koppen
G, Frijns E, Clark KA, Hoeck J, Liou SH,Ho SF, et al. 2012. A roadmap
toward a globally harmonized approach for occupational health
surveillance and epidemiology in nanomaterial workers. J Occup
Med 54:1214–1223.
RothmanN, Hainaut P, Schulte P, SmithM, Boffetta B, Perera F, editors.
2012. Molecular epidemiology: Principles and practices. IARC
Scientific Publication No. 163. Lyon, France: WHO.
Rusiecki JA, Hou L, Lee WJ, Blair A, Dosemeci M, Lubin JH, Bonner
M, Samanic C, Hoppin JA, Sandler DP, et al. 2006. Cancer incidence
among pesticide applicators exposed to metolachlor in the agricultural
health study. Int J Cancer 118:3118–3123.
Rusiecki JA, Patel R, Koutros S, Beane-Freeman L, Landgren O,
Bonner MR, Coble J, Lubin J, Blair A, Hoppin JA, et al. 2009. Cancer
incidence among pesticide applicators exposed to permethrin in the
agricultural health study. Environ Health Perspect 117:581–586.
Sallmén M, Baird DD, Hoppin JA, Blair A, Sandler DP. 2006. Fertility
and exposure to solvents among families in the agricultural health study.
Occup Environ Med 63:469–475.
Samanic C, Rusiecki JA, Dosemeci M, Hou L, Hoppin JA, Sandler DP,
Lubin J, Blair A, et al. 2006. Cancer incidence among applicators
exposed to dicamba in the agricultural health study. Environ Health
Perspect 114:1521–1526.
Schatzkin A, Subar AF, Thompson FE, Harlan LC, Tangrea J,
Hollenbeck AR, Hurwitz PE, Coyle L, Schussler N, Michaud DS,
et al. 2001. Design and serendipity in establishing a large cohort with
wide dietary intake distributions: The National Institutes of Health-
AARP Diet and Health Study. Am J Epidemiol 154(12):1119–1125.
Schernhammer ES, Laden F, Speizer FE, Willett WC, Hunter DJ,
Kawachi I, Colditz GA. 2001. Rotating night shifts and risk of breast
cancer in women participating in the nurses’ health study. J Natl Cancer
Inst 93:1563–1568.
Schulte PA, Mundt DJ, Nasterlack M, Mulloy KB, Mundt KA. 2011.
Exposure registries: Overview and utility for nanomaterial workers. J
Occup Environ Med 53(6 Suppl):S42–S47.
Siemiatycki J, Richardson L, Straif K, Latreille B, Lakhani R, Campbell
S, Rousseau M-C, Boffetta B. 2004. Listing occupational carcinogens.
Environ Health Perspect 112:1447–1459.
Silverman D, Samanic C, Lubin JH, Blair A, Stewart PS, Vermeulen R,
Coble J, Rothman N, Schleiff P, Travis W, et al. 2012. The Diesel
Exhaust in Miners Study: A nested case-control study of lung cancer
and diesel exhaust. J Natl Cancer Inst 104:855–868.
Starling AP, Umbach DM, Kamel F, Long S, Sandler DP, Hoppin JA.
2014. Pesticide use and incident diabetes among wives of farmers in the
agricultural health study. Occup Environ Med 71:629–635.
Stoecklin-Marois MT, Hennessy-Burt TE, Schenker MB. 2011.
Engaging a hard-to-reach population in research: Sampling and
recruitment of hired farm workers in the MICASA study. J Agric
Safety Health 17:291–302.
Straif K. 2008. The burden of occupational cancer. Occup Environ Med
65:787–788.
Straif K. 2012. Estimating the burden of occupational cancer as a
strategic step to prevention. Brit J Cancer 107:S1–S2.
Straif K, Benhrahim-Tallaa L, Baan R, Grosse Y, Straif K, Secretan B,
El Ghissassi, Bouvard F, Guha V, Freeman N, et al. 2009. Cogliano
and IARC Working Group. A review of human carcinogens –
Part C: Metals, arsenic, dusts, and fibres. Lancet Oncol 10:1153–
1154.
Tanner CM, Kamel F, Ross GW, Hoppin JA, Goldman SM, Korell M,
Marras C, Bhudhikanok GS, Kasten M, Chade A, et al. 2011. Rotenone
and paraquat are associated with Parkinson’s Disease. Environ Health
Perspect 6:866–872.
Ward EM, Schulte PA, Bayard S, Blair A, Brandt-Rauf P, Butler MA,
Dankovic D, Hubbs AF, Jones C, Karstadt M, et al. 2003. Priorities for
development of research methods in occupational cancer. Environ
Health Perspect 111:1–12.
Ward EM, Schulte PA, Straif K, Hopf NB, Caldwell JC, Carreon T,
DeMarini DM, Fowler BA, Goldstein BD, Hemminki K, et al. 2010.
Research recommendations for selected IARC-classified agents.
Environ Health Perspect 118:1355–1362.
Weber L. 2002. Georgium Agricola (1494–1555): Scholar, physician,
scientist, entrepreneur, diplomat. Toxicol Sci 69:292–294.
Weinberg CR, Shore DL, Umbach DM, Sandler DP. 2007. Using risk-
based sampling to enrich cohorts for endpoints, genes and exposures.
Am J Epidemiol 166:447–455.
Whelan EA, LawsonCC,Grajewski B, Hibert EN, SpiegelmanD, Rich-
Edwards JW. 2007. Work schedule during pregnancy and spontaneous
abortion. Epidemiology 18:350–355.
Wisnivesky JP, Teitelbaum SL, Todd AC, Boffetta P, CraneM, Crowley
L, de la Hoz RE, Dellenbaugh C, Harrison D, Herbert R, et al. 2011.
Persistence of multiple illnesses in World Trade Center rescue and
recovery workers: A cohort study. Lancet 378:888–897.
Zahm SH, Blair A. 1992. Pesticides and non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma.
Cancer Res 52:5485s–5488s.
Zahm SH, Blair A. 1993. Cancer among migrant and seasonal
farmworkers: An epidemiologic review and research agenda. Am J Ind
Med C 24:753–766.
Zahm SH, Blair A, Holmes FF, Boysen CD, Robel RJ. 1988. A case-
referent study of soft-tissue sarcoma and Hodgkin’s disease
Farming and insecticide use. Scand J Work Environ Health 14:224–
230.
Zahm SH, Blair A, Holmes FF, Boysen CD, Robel RJ, Fraumeni JF, Jr.
1989. A case-control study of soft-tissue sarcoma. Am J Epidemiol
130:665–674.
Investing in Prospective Cohorts 121
Zahm SH, Weisenburger DD, Babbitt PA, Saal RC, Vaught JB, Cantor
KP, Blair A. 1990. A case-control study of non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma
and the herbicide 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D) in eastern
Nebraska. Epidemiology 1:349–356.
Zahm SH, Weisenburger DD, Cantor KP, Holmes FF, Blair A.
1993A. Role of the herbicide atrazine in the development of
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. Scand J Work Environ Health 19:108–
144.
Zahm SH, Weisenburger DD, Saal RC, Vaught JB, Babbitt PA, Blair A.
1993B. The role of agricultural pesticide use in the development of
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma in women. Arch Environ Health 48:353–
358.
Conflict of Interest: The authors report no conflict of interest.
Disclaimer:Thefindingsandconclusions in thisreportare thoseof theauthor(s)anddonot
necessarily represent the views of the National Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health.TheUnitedStatesEnvironmentalProtectionAgency through itsOfficeofResearch
and Development collaborated in the research describe here. It has been subjected to
Agency review and approved for publication.Disclosure Statement: The authors report
no conflicts of interests.
122 Blair et al.
